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got a reply. The Review board, having care-
fully considered our request, had this to say:
’’It is not in the national security interest of
the United States, to confirm or deny the ex-
istence of the documents you have re-
quested.’’

Senators, I conclude my testimony today,
by suggesting to you that I have yet to hear
any possible reason why it would not be in
the national security interest of the United
States for you and for the American people
to learn the truth about Li Ka-shing and his
ties to Red China, the new Gatekeeper of the
Panama Canal. It is very important to the
national security interests of our country,
with no threat to the sovereignty, freedom
and future prosperity of our good friends in
Panama who I respect and appreciate, if we
all learned the truth about Li Ka-shing, and
if the U.S. Congress forced a change in the
current policy of the United States at Pan-
ama.

I have reported in my book, about the
prospects for a new missile crisis in Panama.
China currently has added to its inventory of
18 ICBMS, the majority aimed our way. Sen-
ators are aware that they have many more
short range and intermediate range nuclear
missiles—148 at last count, and growing. It is
so farfetched to imagine some of those mis-
siles being quietly put on container ships
and offloaded at the Hutchison-Whampoa
port facilities?

These are the same people that managed to
get 2,000 AK47 rifles smuggled into the
United States. The same people who are
smuggling drugs (through their growing Red-
China controlled gang connection to the
FARC narco-guerrillas to the North in Co-
lombia) into Panama and illegals into Pan-
ama. Why not a couple dozen intermediate
range and/or short range nuclear missiles?
Can you imagine the next ‘‘Cuban missile
crisis’’ taking place after the missiles have
all been set up? Or worse, after they have all
been fired?

This scenario has been confirmed as a pos-
sibility by Admiral Thomas Moorer, USN
(Ret.), and by a former commander of all
U.S. ground forces in Panama, Major General
Richard Anson, both members of our Na-
tional Security Center Retired Military Offi-
cers Advisory Board of 80 officers. Many
other retired officers have confirmed this
scenario for me. If the Peoples Republic of
China, through corporate agents such as
COSCO and Hutchison-Whampoa aka Pan-
ama Ports Company, decides to quietly move
some short range and intermediate range nu-
clear missiles into Panama and set them up
on wheels ready to fire on short notice at the
port facilities, the United States might not
even know this has happened—unless and
until they want us to know.

Other than bland reassurances by the same
people who laughed at Ronald Reagan’s de-
mand, ‘‘Trust but Verify’’ during negotia-
tions with Mr. Gorbachev, what can Senators
offer concerned constituents?

Senators, we desperately need a continued
U.S. military presence in Panama. To chal-
lenge Red China’s new role as Gatekeeper of
the Panama Canal. Or else within the next
ten years, Chinese will be the new second
language of Panama, and our vital security
interests at Panama will be secure only at
the sufferance of Communist China.

The people of Panama and the United
States have worked in harmony for nearly a
century, to keep the Panama Canal open,
operational and secure. If President Clin-
ton’s policy is allowed to stand, the Peoples
Republic of China, through Li Ka-shing, Chi-
na’s Red billionaire, will be the unchal-
lenged, unwatched Gatekeeper of the Pan-
ama Canal.

I suggest to Senators a range of policy op-
tions for immediate adoption. Foremost, any

policy enacted should be done with recogni-
tion that the Constitution of the United
States empowers our Congress as a co-equal
branch of government with the President,
not as his subordinate. As a co-equal, that
means that acquiescence in the current pol-
icy translates into responsibility for what is
happening, and for the disastrous catas-
trophe that faces United States servicemen
who will be called upon to fix the problem at
the price of their blood in the future.

Second, I suggest to Senators that any pol-
icy they enact should be done with recogni-
tion that the people of Panama are very in-
terested in continuing to work with the
United States, provided we pay a fair rent
for military bases, provided we hire back
workers who have served as well in the past
on a seniority basis and for fair compensa-
tion. We should not be turning our backs on
our friends in Panama and walking away
just because Bill Clinton wants to reenact
Vietnam at Panama. If we suggest such a
policy, if we respect the sovereignty, the
freedom, the economic needs of our friends
in Panama, if we make such an offer, in my
view, the political leadership of Panama will
yield to what the people of Panama want. We
will have a future with U.S. servicemen help-
ing keep the Panama Canal open, oper-
ational and safe into the future.

In conclusion, I pray that Senators will
create a new policy for the U.S. at Panama,
one in keeping with these sentiments of Sen-
ator Trent Lott, when he called upon Chair-
man Warner to convene today’s Senate
Armed Services Committee hearings: ‘‘the
transfer of control of the Panama Canal is
one of the critical national security issues
currently facing our nation and its impact
will be felt for many generations to come.’’
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Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, President
Calvin Coolidge once said, ‘‘The nation which
forgets its defenders will be itself forgotten.’’
Last week, Americans proudly celebrated the
last Veterans’ Day of the century in honor of
those brave men and women who so valiantly
and selflessly served our great nation during
times of peace, confrontation, and war.

Americans owe its brave defenders a tre-
mendous debt indeed—one which will prob-
ably never be fully understood by some, nor
completely repaid by all. Veterans’ Day should
reignite year-long gratitude for the sacrifices
made in the name of the U.S.A.

We live in a country unrivaled in terms of
prosperity, liberty, security, and opportunity.
Every child born in America is embraced by a
nation blessed with the richest economy in the
world, the highest regard for unalienable
rights, and the most abundant personal free-
dom in the history of human civilization.

The comfort, benefits and opportunity we all
enjoy, and often take for granted, do not exist
but for America’s veterans. Commending their
service is among our greatest national tradi-
tions wherein we all recognize our very liberty
has been preserved by their valor and cour-
age.

The veterans’ legacy, nearly six decades of
domestic tranquility, has ironically and unfortu-
nately fostered an unmistakable complacency
among an entire generation unfamiliar with the

horrors of war. While Veterans’ Day is first
about veterans, Mr. Speaker, it is also about
children.

It is the prayer of every veteran I know that
each American child may comprehend free-
dom’s price borne by millions of American sol-
diers over the course of our 223-year history.
The liberty we enjoy today has always been
an expensive and sacred privilege. Conveying
these precepts to America’s youth is perhaps
the most profound way to honor all veterans.

Veterans also deserve a country committed
to providing the benefits and assistance prom-
ised in return for defending it. This year, Con-
gress made progress in reversing a troubling
trend of woefully underfunded veteran pro-
grams. In my opinion it did not go far enough
or raise the priority of veterans high enough to
counteract the years of neglect.

Mr. Speaker, currently, the median age of
America’s World War II veterans is 77 years.
More than 9 million veterans are 65 years of
age or older, accounting for over a third of the
veteran population.

Like all aging Americans, these men and
women require medical and retirement serv-
ices, particularly those who sustained perma-
nent and disabling injuries in the line of duty.
Resultant long-term medical treatment means
staggering medical bills and mounting insur-
ance fees.

After long years of service and patriotism,
veterans should be able to count on the rest
of us for support. We owe them nothing less.
As a Member of Congress, I remain wholly
committed to protecting the critical programs
serving veterans and retired military members.

In addition to cosponsoring several impor-
tant measures to ensure adequate Medicare
coverage and increased retirement pay for
veterans and military retirees, I helped pass
the Veteran’s Millennium Care Act, which ex-
pands veterans’ eligibility for health care, and
the services they receive. Mr. Speaker, this
legislation reinforces new efforts to make cer-
tain veterans with severe, service-related dis-
abilities receive the long-term care they re-
quire.

This year, Mr. Speaker, as the nation cele-
brates Veterans’ Day, it is important to give
thanks and to take inspiration from the great
sacrifices of the brave men and women who
have delivered our mighty nation. And in com-
memorating the achievements of America’s
veterans, we should all recommit our own
lives, our fortunes, and our sacred honor to
the maintenance of liberty—just as the vet-
erans we now honor have so nobly done.
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Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I would like to commend 45 young men, fa-
thers, and boys who invested their time and
effort to assist the citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio
in recovering from a devastating tornado ear-
lier this year. With hard work and diligence,
and at their own expense, these men self-
lessly served homeowners in clearing debris,
removing uprooted trees, and repairing roofs
from April 16–30, 1999.
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David Belanger, KY; Caleb Belanger, KY;

Jeff Bramhill, Ontario; Ryan Breese, IL;
Jason Brown, AL; Daniel Chiew, Singapore;
Jonathan Crisp, OH; Jonathan De Haan, KY;
John Dixon, GA; James Dowd, OH; Thomas
Dowd, OH; Curtis Eaton, NC; Olof Ekstrom,
OR;

Jeremy Forlines, OH; Jonathan Gunter, IN;
Richard Hens, OH; Thomas Hogarty, VA;
Daniel Hough, IN; Kimberland Hough, IN;
Stephen Hough, IN; Mario Huber, PA; Jared
Kempson, IN; Joshua Kempson, IN;

Lindsay Kimbrough, IL; Justin King, MI;
Daniel Lewis, OH; James Lovett, WA; Greg-
ory Mangione, MI; Allen Martin, OH; Samuel
Mills, TX; Timothy Moye, GA; Robert
Nicolato, OH; Sean Pelletier, WA; Daniel Pe-
tersen, GA; Misha Randolph, TX;

Ross Richmond, OH; Jason Ruggles, MI;
John Saucier, AL; Tristan Sutton, KY; Jus-
tin Swartz, CA; John Tanner, MI; Jefferson
Turner, GA; Andrew Van Essen, Ontario;
Stephen Watson, TX; Timothy Zeller, IN.
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Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to take

this opportunity to reprint a brief article in the
Jerusalem Report, October 25, 1999 that dis-
cusses the importance of water to the Middle
East. This piece also highlights the important
activities of a former colleague of ours, Hon.
Wayne Owens, now president of the Center
for Middle East Peace and Economic Co-
operation, who has taken a leading role in ad-
vocating the increased use of desalination
plants in order to increase the inadequate
water supplies in that region.

Entitled, ‘‘Not a Drop to Drink’’, the article
goes on to make a significant case for desali-
nation. Accordingly, I recommend this article
to our colleagues, and commend Wayne
Owens for his ongoing efforts to improve the
lives of all peoples in the region through eco-
nomic development projects.

[From the Jerusalem Report, Oct. 25, 1999]
NOT A DROP TO DRINK

(By David Horovitz)
More than a year ago, a former Utah Con-

gressman named Wayne Owens came to the

Report, to tell us about a project his non-
profit, Washington-based Center for Middle
East Peace and Economic Cooperation was
advocating: The construction of a $300-mil-
lion desalination plant at the Haderah power
station, and of a second, smaller plant in
Gaza, to help alleviate the chronic water
shortage.

The Haderah plant alone, Owens said,
would provide a fifth of Israel’s domestic
water needs. It could be up and running in
three years. And it would not require Israeli
government funding. Rather, Owens was as-
sembling a group of investors to fund it. All
he needed was a guarantee from the govern-
ment that it would purchase the desalinated
water.

But no guarantee was forthcoming. A
spokesman at the Infrastructure Ministry
dismissed the project as ‘‘premature.’’

A few weeks ago, I had a call from a busi-
nessman in Ireland. His company, Eagle
Water Resources, had been tentatively ap-
proached by Israeli officials last year to in-
vestigate the viability of shipping water
from Turkey to Israel, aboard converted oil
tankers. The project was technically and
economically feasible, he had established. He
had the tankers ready for conversion. What
he needed was a firm contract. Many months
had passed; he had invested $250,000; but no
one was giving him the go-ahead.

Israel is deep in the grip of a crippling
drought. The level of the Kinneret, depend-
ing on which experts you listen to, has fallen
either to a 65-year low, or to its lowest level
in centuries. Red lines are being crossed. En-
vironmentalists warn that Israel’s reservoirs
and underground aquifers are being grossly
over-pumped, and that the damage, as the
falling water sources become increasingly
saline, may be irrevocable. Farmers, rocked
by a 40–percent reduction in their water allo-
cation this year, fear a similar, or even grav-
er, cut may be imposed on them next year,
and warn of irrevocable damage to agri-
culture. Israel this year had to reduce the
quantity of water it supplied to Jordan
under its peace-treaty commitment; next
year, it may have to struggle even harder to
meet its obligation.

If Wayne Owens or Eagle Water Resources
were deemed unsuitable drought-busters,
being foreign, salvation lies right here at
home. McKorot, the national water carrier,
runs a desalination operation in Eilat that
provides the city with no less than 80 percent
of its water. IDE Technologies, a Ra’ananah-
based firm, is a world leader in desalination.
Twenty years ago, it began a government-

funded desalination project at Ashdod, but
the contract was scrapped a few years later.
Today, IDE reportedly holds a 30-percent
share of the world desalination market. The
Israeli government is still not particularly
interested in its services.

In a recent interview in the Yediot
Ahronot daily, IDE’S president and CEO
David Waxman offered, ‘‘as of tomorrow
morning,’’ to start building a major desali-
nation plant for Israel. ‘‘We’re not looking
for government funding or private inves-
tors,’’ he said. ‘‘Our company will invest the
necessary $300 million. We’re sell the water
to the government at a price lower than peo-
ple pay now for the water that comes out of
their taps. And we’ll turn the plant over to
the government after 20 years.’’

Waxman’s phone did not ring the following
morning. Israel’s water commissioner, Meir
Ben-Meir, remarked airily that the govern-
ment would soon be soliciting bids for a de-
salination plant. ‘‘And IDE will be able to
compete, along with everybody else.’’

Amid the clamor of panicked environ-
mentalists, desperate farmers—and politi-
cians and diplomats concerned by the poten-
tial for the region’s eternal water shortage
to badly strain relations with Jordan and the
Palestinians, and downright destroy pros-
pects for peace with Syria—Ben-Meir,
uniquely it seems, is unconcerned. Even the
Treasury, hitherto obsessed with what it said
was the relatively high cost of desalinated
water, has withdrawn longstanding opposi-
tion to a major desalination drive. But Ben-
Meir comments mildly that the 213-meters-
below-sea level Red Line at the Kinneret is
only an arbitrary figure—that a dip of an-
other few centimeters is no great disaster.
When The Report called him on October 4,
the harrassed-sounding-commissioner
growled that he couldn’t get any work done
because of all the media hounding, and
barked irritably that ‘‘there is no water cri-
sis.’’

Ben-Meir, one wants to assume, knows
what he’s talking about. He is, after all, a 75-
year-old veteran, the ‘‘manager,’’ as he put
it in our brief conservation, ‘‘of Israel’s
water resources,’’ But just suppose, for a
minute, that all the other worried activities
are right, and the complacent Meir Ben-Meir
is wrong. Isn’t that a thought to make your
throat go dry?
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